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1 )M Responsive to communication(s) filed on 28 November 2005 . 
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FINAL ACTION 



1 . This Action is in response to amendment filed on 1 1/28/2005. Claim 5 has been 
canceled. Claims 1-4 and 6-22 are presented for examination. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-3, 6, 8-12, 15-17, 19, 20 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Katz (US 6,292,547), White et al. (US 6,804,825), hereinafter 
White, and fruther in view of Perlman et al. (US 2002/0048354), hereinafter Perlman. 

4. Katz and Perlman were cited by the examiner in a previous Office Action. 

5. As to claims 1 and 21 , Katz discloses the invention substantially as claimed, 
including a method for screening participant input for content in an interactive show (a 
commentator invites members of the viewing audience e to express their views with 
respect to a specific issue; col. 19, lines 12-23; television viewers participate on a real- 
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time basis; col. 15, line 62 - col. 16, line 19), comprising: 

for each participant desiring to provide input to be discussed in the show (col. 3, 
line 64 - col. 4, line 14; col. 6, lines 48-62; col. 7, lines 20-28 and 45-63); 

receiving participant input for a show (col. 6, line 63 - col. 7, line 12; col. 7, lines 
20-28 and 45-63) and subsequently disconnecting a communication with a participant 
that submitted the participant input (close of communication and that the transaction is 
terminated; col. 8, lines 60-67); 

storing the participant input in a storage location (figs. 2, 5, 7; 97-98, 103; the 
participant data is stored in an assigned cell of the memory cell 98, col. 16, lines 52-61; 
col. 5, lines 14-24; col. 7, lines 23-28); 

automatically processing the stored participant input to determine a relationship 
of the participant input to the show (callers may be screened or qualified... the data of 
individual callers may be collected, correlated, and tested in the station D for 
processing; col. 3, lines 17-24; participant data is stored in an assigned cell of the 
memory 98, fig. 4, for the caller and as the game proceeds, the processing unit 92 
tallies the caller's score; col. 16, lines 52-61; with the successful completion and 
verification of the preliminary data in the block format register 104, the qualification 
phase of operation is concluded; col. 1 1 , lines 40-47; screening or selecting callers who 
will be accepted; col. 12, lines 7-10; col. 12, lines 43-58); 

based on the determined relationship, alerting the participant if the participant 
input is selected for the show (the interface 20 to respond appropriately to the caller 
announcing his results; col. 13, lines 48-55; select subset of the callers; col. 3, lines 17- 
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30). 



6. Katz discloses allowing participant input for content in a television show (a 
commentator invites members of the viewing audience to express their views with 
respect to a specific issue; col. 20, lines 12-23; television viewers participate on a real- 
time basis; col. 15, line 62 - col. 16, line 19). However, Katz does not specifically 
disclose interactively discussing the participant comment or question in the discussion 
show. White discloses interactively discussing the participant comment or question in 
the discussion show (interactive channel is chat... TV talks shows; col. 8, lines 9-13; 
views compose typed questions... question and answer dialog; col. 8, lines 9-50). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill art at the time the invention was made 
to combine the teachings of Katz and White because White's interactively discussion 
would allow the participants to exchange and share their opinions and distribute the 
selected questions and the responses to all viewers of the show (White, col. 8, lines 18- 
22). 



Katz discloses call distributors (CD1-CDn, fig. 9) at television broadcast that are 
coupled to a telephonic communication system and allow the interface units I to provide 
interface communication between the central processing unit (251, fig. 9) and 
participant terminal (T1-Tn, fig. 1) (col. 21, lines 30-46), and the interface unit is 
inherently used to reestablish communication link to announce or inform the selected 
participant after screening the participant input (the interface 20 to respond 
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appropriately to the caller announcing his results; col. 13, lines 48-55; col. 3, lines 17- 
30; col. 12, lines 7-20). Katz does not specifically disclose communication link to be 
reused by other participant and reconnecting the communication link with the participant 
to discuss the comment or question in the show. White discloses reconnecting the 
communication link with the participant to allow the participant to interactively discuss 
the participant comment or question in the show (after the question has been 
transmitted, the dial-up link is automatically terminated; col. 8, lines 40-41 ; col. 8, lines 
33-44; the dial-up link is inherently reconnected when the participant transmits another 
question or comment). Perlman further discloses communication link to be reused by 
other participant (client 1 shares the telephone line 29a with two conventional telephone 
sets 10 and a modem of a personal computer 12; page 3, 0035; page 3, 0038); and 
reconnecting the communication link (page 5, 0047). It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the teachings 
of Katz, White and Perlman because Perlman's reestablishing communication link and 
White's sharing and reestablishing communication link would efficiently reduce 
communication costs by sharing the same communication link with multiple participants 
and connecting only when it is necessary (Perlman, page 3, 0035; page 3, 0038; White; 
col. 8, lines 23-25). 

7. As to claim 2, it is rejected for the same reasons set forth in claim 1 above. In 
addition, Katz discloses prior to receiving the participant input for the show, notifying the 
participant of an availability of the show to receive the participant input (broadcasting 



Application/Control Number: 09/747,168 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2154 

the showtime; col. 11 1 lines 15-21; col. 19, lines 31-42). 

8. As to claim 3, Katz discloses the show comprises a television show or a radio 
show (col. 15, line 62 -col. 16, line 19). 

9. As to claim 6, it is rejected for the same reasons set forth in claim 1 above. In 
addition, Katz discloses alerting (informing) the participant that subject matter related to 
another participant's input is to be addressed in the show (the monitor may be covered 
by a television camera to inform the bidders, i.e., participants; col. 14, lines 27-47; col. 
15, lines 5-61). 

10. As to claim 8, Katz discloses human operator (auctioneer; col. 14, line 27 - col. 
15, line 61; col. 2, lines 10-11; col. 5, lines 53-62). However, Katz and Perlman do not 
specifically disclose the human operator selecting the participant comment or question 
for the show. White discloses human operator selecting the participant comment or 
question for the show (human selects questions; col. 8, lines 18-22). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine 
the teachings of Katz, Perlman and White because White's human operator would 
efficiently manage the television show and greet the selected participants to discuss 
their opinion (White, col. 8, lines 9-22). 



11. As to claim 9, it is rejected for the same reasons set forth in claim 1 above. In 
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addition, Katz discloses the participant input is receivable via a communication medium 
different from a communication medium usable to alert the participant (col. 4, lines 24- 
34 and 48-55; col. 13, lines 48-55). 

12. As to claim 10, Katz discloses alerting the participant is capable of being done 
via one of a telephone call, voicemail, facsimile, email, instant message, screen alert, or 
a page (telephone call; col. 13, lines 48-55; screen alert; CT; command CRT computer 
display terminal; fig. 1; col. 14, line 27 -col. 15, line 61). 

13. As to claim 1 1 , it is rejected for the same reasons set forth in claim 1 above. In 
addition, Katz discloses the participant input is capable of being done via a telephone 
call (10, 14, T1-Tn;fig. 1). 

14. As to claim 12, it is rejected for the same reasons set forth in claim 1 above. In 
addition, Katz discloses the invention substantially as claimed, including an article of 
manufacture, comprising: 

a medium-readable medium (97-98, 103; fig. 4) having stored thereon instruction 
to collect participant input submitted for a show (figs. 2, 5, 7; the data of individual 
callers collected in the station D for processing in accordance with various programs; 
col. 3, 17-30; col. 5, lines 14-24; col. 6, lines 48-62; col. 7, lines 20-28 and 45-63), 
wherein communication with a participant that submitted the participant input is 
disconnected subsequent to submission of the participant input (close of communication 
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and that the transaction is terminated; col. 8, lines 60-67); 

process the stored participant input to determine relevance of the participant 
input to the show (callers may be screened or qualified... the data of individual callers 
may be collected, correlated, and tested in the station D for processing; col. 3, lines 17- 
24; participant data is stored in an assigned cell of the memory 98, fig. 4, for the caller 
and as the game proceeds, the processing unit 92 tallies the caller's score; col. 16, lines 
52-61 ; with the successful completion and verification of the preliminary data in the 
block format register 104, the qualification phase of operation is concluded; col. 11, 
lines 40-47; screening or selecting callers who will be accepted; col. 12, lines 7-10; col. 
12, lines 43-58). 

15. As to claim 15, Katz discloses instructions to correlate the participant input 
according to predetermined criteria (col. 6, line 48 - col. 7, line 12; col. 7, lines 45-63). 

16. As to claim 16, it is rejected for the same reason set forth in claim 1 above. In 
addition, Katz discloses a server (col. 4, lines 15-41) coupleable to a plurality of 
terminals (10, 14, T1-Tn; fig. 1) to receive participant input for a show from each of a 
plurality of participants desiring to provide input (col. 6, line 63 - col. 7, line 12; col. 7, 
lines 20-28 and 45-63), wherein communication with each participant that submitted the 
participant input is disconnected subsequent to reception of the participant input (col. 8, 
lines 60-67); a storage unit to store the participant input received by the server (figs. 2, 
5, 7; 97-98, 103; col. 5, lines 14-24; col. 7, lines 23-28), the participant input stored in 
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the storage unit capable of being automatically processed to determine a relationship of 
the participant input to the show (callers may be screened or qualified. ..the data of 
individual callers may be collected, correlated, and tested in the station D for 
processing; col. 3, lines 17-24; participant data is stored in an assigned cell of the 
memory 98, fig. 4, for the caller and as the game proceeds, the processing unit 92 
tallies the caller's score; col. 16, lines 52-61 ; with the successful completion and 
verification of the preliminary data in the block format register 104, the qualification 
phase of operation is concluded; col. 1 1 , lines 40-47; screening or selecting callers who 
will be accepted; col. 12, lines 7-10; col. 12, lines 43-58); and an alert generator to 
generate and transmit an alert to a particular participant terminal if, based on the 
determined relationship, the participant input received form that participant terminal is 
selected for the show (the interface 20 to respond appropriately to the caller announcing 
his results; col. 13, lines 48-55; select subset of the callers; col. 3, lines 17-30). 

17. As to claim 17, it is rejected for the same reason set forth in claim 1 above. In 
addition, Katz discloses an interactive video casting network coupleable to provide the 
show to the participant terminal and to provide the participant input from the participant 
terminal to the server (col. 15, line 62 - col. 16, line 19). 

18. As to claim 19, it is rejected for the same reason set forth in claim 1 above. In 
addition, Katz discloses a monitor coupled to the storage unit to control processing of 
the participant input stored in the storage unit and to control operation of the server (CT; 
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command CRT computer display terminal; fig. 1 ; col. 14, line 27 - col. 15, line 61) 

1 9. As to claim 20, it is rejected for the same reason set forth in claim 1 above. In 
addition, Katz discloses instructions to correlate the participant input according to 
predetermined criteria (col. 6, line 48 - col. 7, line 12; col. 7, lines 45-63). 

20. Claims 4, 13 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Katz, White, Periman, further in view of Walker et al. (US 6,425,828), hereinafter 
Walker. 

21 . Walker was cited by the examiner in a previous Office Action. 

22. As to claims 4, 13 and 22, Katz discloses appropriately alerting to the participant 
to announce his results, either a win or a loss (col. 13, lines 48-55). However, Katz, 
White and Periman do not specifically disclose identifying an alert preference of the 
participant. However, Walker discloses a plurality of methods for alerting the participant 
(email, audible or visual alerts; col. 14, lines 25-37; player preference; col. 19, claim 2). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Katz, White, Periman and Walker because 
Walker's a plurality of alerting methods would allow a user to receive the alert message 
in his preferred way (Walker, col. 14, lines 25-37). 
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23. Claims 7, 14 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Katz, White, Perlman, further in view of Omoigui (US 6,694,352). 

24. Omoigui was cited by the examiner in a previous Office Action. 

25. As to claims 7, 14 and 18, Katz discloses classifying participant input relative to 
the show (call data analyzer; 20a, fig. 1 ; col. 18, line 66 - col. 19, line 22). However, 
Katz, White and Perlman do not specifically disclose keyword searching on the text 
format to analysis the user input and a speech recognition technique to convert an 
audio format of the participant input into a text format. Omoigui discloses a speech 
recognition technique to convert an audio format of the participant input into a text 
format (speech-to-text conversion; col. 9, line 64 - col. 10, lines 7; col. 10, lines 8-28; 
col. 7, lines 53-63). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Katz, White, Perlman and 
Omoigui because Omoigui's audio-text converter would increase the capability of the 
system by adding the functionality of the speech-to-text conversion process (Omoigui, 
col. 9, line 64 - col. 10, lines 7). 

Conclusion 

26. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims have been considered but are moot 
in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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27. On page 1 1 of the remarks, applicant asserts that with respect to the previously- 
claimed step of "automatically processing the stored participant input to determine a 
relationship of the participant input to the show", the Examiner refers to Fig. 6 and 
associated discussion at col. 13, lines 9-27 of Katz. However, as closer look at this 
process reveals that Katz determines the winner or loser randomly, e.g., by comparing a 
random number with the participant's telephone number. 

Examiner respectfully disagrees. Katz discloses the system (PR1 , fig. 1 ) 
assigning designation number to the participant upon receiving the participant input and 
the number is correlated and represented to the participant input (figs. 2, 5, 7; callers 
are assigned random designations that are stored along with identification data, i.e., 
participant input; abstract; col. 5, lines 25-52; col. 7, line 64 - col. 8, line 44; Telephone 
No. - Birth Year - Designation - Random No; col. 13, lines 6-8; col. 18, lines 20-35). 
Using the assigned number, which is correlated and represented to the participant input, 
Katz determines the relationship of the participant input to the show (winner or loser). 
Furthermore, Katz explicitly discloses automatically processing the stored participant 
input to determine a relationship of the participant input to the show (callers may be 
screened or qualified... the data of individual callers may be collected, correlated, and 
tested in the station D for processing; col. 3, lines 17-24; participant data is stored in an 
assigned cell of the memory 98, fig. 4, for the caller and as the game proceeds, the 
processing unit 92 tallies the caller's score; col. 16, lines 52-61 ; with the successful 
completion and verification of the preliminary data in the block format register 104, the 
qualification phase of operation is concluded; col. 1 1 , lines 40-47; screening or selecting 
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callers who will be accepted; col. 12, lines 7-10; col. 12, lines 43-58). Thus, claims 1, 
12, 16 and 21 are properly rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

28. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

29. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jungwon Chang whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3960. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:30-6:00 (Monday-Friday). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John A Follansbee can be reached on 571-272-3964. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
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872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Jungwon Chang 
February 3, 2006 



